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Part III DETAILED ACTION 

Notice to Applicants) 

1 . This action is responsive to the following communications: the remarks 
filed on November 14, 2006. 

2. This application has been examined. Claims 1-8, 1 1-17, 19-27, 30-32 are 
pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of 
this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as 
a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said 
subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-3, 5-8, 11-17, 19-27, 30-32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over by Okazawa et al. (US No. 6,378,021) in view of 
Prager et al. (US No. 5,838,918). 

In regard to claims 1,15, 27, Okazawa et al. disclose the multi-processor 
computer system comprising a plurality of processor boards with each board 
having at least one processor (see col. 4, lines 50-59); a switch processor that is 
connected to each of the processor boards (see col. 5, lines 8-40); wherein each 
partition includes at least one processor boards and that switch processor manages 
configuration of the partitions (see col. 6, lines 1-50); wherein at least one partition 
1 1 has at least two cell boards (i.e. PBx8) (see figure 1, col. 4, lines 50-67). But 
Okazawa et al. do not specifically disclose the use of data that describes a 
configuration for the computer system and wherein service processor and each of 
the cell board maintain a copy of the data. However Prager et al. disclose the use 
of data that describes a configuration for each system 105 in the distributed 
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environment (see figure 4, col. 6, lines 20-48), wherein each of the cell board 
maintains a copy of the data (see col. 15, lines 23-55). Therefore, it would have 
been obvious to a person of an ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to have combined the teachings of Prager et al. into the teachings of 
Okazawa et al. because it would increase the ease and efficiency of the 
configuration managmenet task in large, complex network of heterogeneous 
systems. 

In regard to claims 2, 16, Okazawa et al. disclose each partition is running an 
operating system that is independent of the other partitions (see col. 6, lines 15-23). 

In regard to claims 3,17, Okazawa et al. disclose each processor board is 
capable of being reassigned to another partition while the computer system is on- 
line (see col. 2, lines 61-65). 

In regard to claims 5, 19, Okazawa et al. disclose the processor board may 
be replaced while the computer system is on-line (see col. 6, lines 23-50). 

In regard to claims 6, 20, Okazawa et al. disclose the switch processor can 
command the operation of the processor boards (see col. 6, line 66 through col. 7, 
line 11). 

In regard to claims 7, 21, Okazawa et al. disclose the switch processor can 
command the operation of the partitions (see col. 6, line 66 through col. 7, line 1 1). 

In regard to claims 8, 22, Okazawa et al. disclose the switch processor can 
reset a partition (see col. 7, lines 2-11). 

In regard to claim 23, even though Okazawa et al. or et al. do not 
specifically disclose the service processor can be replace while the system is on- 
line, however one skilled in the art would have known to have the service 
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processor to replace while the system is online to replace the faulty of service 
processor. 

In regard to claims 1 1, 24, Prager et. al. disclose wherein the configuration 
file managed by central management (see col. 15, lines 23-55). Therefore, it would 
have been obvious to a person of an ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have combined the teachings of Prager et al. into the 
teachings of Okazawa et al. because it would increase the ease and efficiency of 
the configuration managmenet task in large, complex network of heterogeneous 
systems. 

In regard to claims 12, 25, Prager et al. disclose the modified configuration 
of the configuration file and re-distribute the modified configuration to each of the 
partitions (see col. 15, lines 23-55). Therefore, it would have been obvious to a 
person of an ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have 
combined the teachings of Prager et al. into the teachings of Okazawa et al. 
because it would increase the ease and efficiency of the configuration managmenet 
task in large, complex network of heterogeneous systems. 

In regard to claim 13, Okazawa et al. disclose a microcontroller that handle 
the communication between the switch process and the processor board (see col. 5, 
lines 7-20). 

In regard to claims 14, 26, Okazawa et al. disclose each partitioin 
configuring itself after switching (see col. 3, lines 36-50). 

In regard to claims 30-32, Okazawa et al. disclose multiple partitions, 
wherein each partition has its hardware isolated from the remaining partitions (see 
col. 6, lines 23-5). 
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Allowable Subject Matter 

5. Claim 4 is objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but 
would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations 
of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Response to Argument 

6. Applicant's arguments, see pages 6-10, filed on June 6, 2006 with respect to 
the rejection of claims 1-3, 5-8, 12-17, 19-27, 30-32 under 35USC103(a) have 
been fully considered and are persuasive. Therefore, the rejection has been 
withdrawn. However, upon further consideration, a new ground(s) of rejection is 
made in view of Prager et al. 

Conclusion 

7. Claims 1-3, 5-8, 11-17, 19-27, 30-32 are rejected. Claim 4 is objected. 

8. The prior arts made of record and not relied upon are considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Mehta et al. (US No. 6,065,139) disclose a method and system for 
surveillance of computer system operations. 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner should be 
directed to examiner Raymond Phan, whose telephone number is (571) 272-3630. The examiner can normally be 
reached on Monday-Friday from 6:30AM- 4:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Mark Rinehart 
can be reached on (571) 272-3632 or via e-mail addressed to mark.rinehart@uspto.gov. The fax phone number for 
this Group is (571)273-8300. 

Communications via Internet e-mail regarding this application, other than those under 35 U.S.C. 132 or 
which otherwise require a signature, may be used by the applicant and should be addressed to 
[raymond.phan@uspto.gov]. 

All Internet e-mail communications will be made of record in the application file. PTO employees do not 
engage in Internet communications where there exists a possibility that sensitive information could be identified or 
exchanged unless the record includes a properly signed express waiver of the confidentiality requirements of 35 
U.S.C. 122. This is more clearly set forth in the Interim Internet Usage Policy published in the Official Gazette of 
the Patent and Trademark on February 25, 1997 at 1 195 OG 89. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application Information 
Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or 
Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more 
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information about the PAIR system, see hop://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the 
Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application should be directed to the TC 
2100 central telephone number is (571) 272-2100. 




GuPAL C.RAY 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 

Raymond Phan GROUP 2^00 

Jan 16, 2007 



